BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO

In the Matter of the Application of
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company
for Approval of an Alternative Form
of Regulation and for a Threshold
Increase in Rates

Case No. 83-432-TP-ALT

In the Matter of the Application of
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company
for Approval of a Retail Pricing Plan
Which May Result in Future Rate
Increases

Case No. 96-707-TP-UNC

MOTION OF MCI
TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE

Now comes MCI Telecommunications Corporation (MCI) and moves for leave to
intervene in the above-captioned proceeding pursuant to R.C. §4903.221 and Rule
4901-1-11 Ohio Administrative Code. A memorandum in support of this motion is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein.

Respectfully submitted,

B. Sanders
BELL, ROYER & SANDERS, CO. LPA
33 S. Grant Ave.

Columbus, Ohio 43215

(614) 228-0704
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO

In the Matter of the Application of )
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company )
for Approval of an Alternative Form ) Case No. 93-432-TP-ALT
of Regulation and for a Threshold )
Increase in Rates )

In the Matter of the Application of )
Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company )
for Approval of a Retail Pricing Plan ) Case No. 96-707-TP-UNC
Which May Result in Future Rate )
Increases )

MEMORANDUM IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
LEAVE TO INTERVENE

On July 18, 1996 Cincinnati Bell Telephone Company (CBT) filed an application
seeking approval to make changes to its existing alternative regulation (altreg) pian,
which plan was approved in Case No. 93-432-TP-ALT in accordance with a stipulation
signed by all the parties to the case. By entry dated August 2, 1996 Attorney Examiner
Jones requested comments by August 9, 1996 from interested parties on two threshold
issues raised by CBT's proposal: whether the proposal is an appropriate amendment to
the current altreg plan; and, if so, how the Commission should proceed with its
consideration of the proposal. MCI has joined with the Office of Consumers’ Counsel
(OCC), AT&T Communications of Chio (AT&T), Time Warner Communications of Ghio

(Time Warner), and the Ohio Cable Telecommunications Association (OCTVA) in filing



comments regarding the CBT proposal and a request to suspend the application. With
this motion, MCI seeks leave to intervene in this proceeding.

MCI Telecommunications Corporation (MCI) is an interexchange
telecommunications company providing inter and intraLATA long distance service
throughout the state of Ohio. MCI’s affiliate, MCImetro Access Transmission Services,
Inc. (MClmetro), provides non-switched access services in Hamilton, Cuyahoga and
Franklin counties and switched local exchange services in Cuyahoga, Franklin and
Montgomery counties. As the provider of these services, MCI both competes with CBT
and relies upon CBT to provide network access and other network elements which are
essential to MCI's business. MCI intervened and actively participated in CBT's altreg
case, Case No. 93-432-TP-ALT, and was a signatory party to the stipulation.

As in the altreg case, MCI has a substantial interest in the outcome of this
proceeding which cannot be protected by other parties to the case. CBT is still the
monopoly provider of access in its service territory and MCI must pay access charges
to CBT. MCI's participation in this proceeding will not unduly delay the outcome, nor
will MCI's intervention prejudice the rights of other parties. MCI will contribute to a just
and expeditious resolution of the case by assisting with the development of a full record
concerning the important issues presented by CBT’s proposal. As discussed in more
detail in the jeint comments, the Commission should follow the procedural schedule
established for the evaluation of altreg plans, and it is appropriate that MCI be
permitted intervention in such a process.

MCI's request for intervention is reasonable and should be granted forthwith for



the reasons above stated.

Date: August 9, 1996

Respectfully submitted,

Judéh B. Sanders
BELL, ROYER & SANDERS, CO. LPA
33 S. Grant Ave.

Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 228-0704
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | have served a copy of the foregoing motion for leave to
intervene on the parties listed below, via U.S. first class mail, postage prepaid, this 9th

day of August, 1996.

Thomas E. Taylor
Christopher J. Wilson
FROST & JACOBS

2500 PNC Center

201 East Fifth St.

P.0. Box 5715

Cincinnati, Ohio 45201-5715

Benita Kahn

VORYS, SATER SEYMOUR & PEASE
52 E. Gay St.

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1008

Richard P. Rosenberry

Denise C. Clayton

Samuel C. Randazzo

EMENS, KEGLER, BROWN,
HILL & RITTER

65 East State Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Marsha R. Schermer

Time Warner Communications
1266 Dublin Rd.

Columbus, Ohic 43216

Barry Cohen

Office of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel
77 South High St.

Columbus, Qhio 43266
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Jalc{iﬂ'n B. Sanders

Ed Kozelek

Ohio Cable Telecommunications
Assaciation

50 West Broad St.

Columbus, Chio 43215

Steven Nourse

Assistant Attorney General

Public Utilities Commission of Chio
180 E. Broad St.

Columbus, Ohio 43266-0573





